Ostensibly novel transnational phenomena and dynamics have clear historical analogues and antecedents. Indeed, human social formations, processes and activities have always been transborder and transboundary to a significant degree. Even contemporary nation-states and the nation-state system have been transnationally constituted and shaped over time and space in powerful ways.
These forms and processes of transnationality are the focus of a burgeoning yet fragmented body of scholarship across sub-fields of sociology and closely related social science disciplines. But scholars who produce this work generally treat their efforts as unconnected to each other or work on them isolation.
There is thus both tremendous value in and potential for explicating and further consolidating an emergent interdisciplinary field of Transnational Studies. In this paper, we identify five intellectual foundations for this field that offer a heuristically rich and compelling set of empirical, methodological, theoretical, philosophical, and practical ideas and options.
We further propose a specific Sociological Transnationalism research program within the field that prioritizes these intellectual foundations in a unique and generative way. We argue that this research program and the field more broadly is likely to cast new light on a range of core sociological and social scientific concerns including power, production, inequality, culture, identity, citizenship, organization and governance among many others. D identify themselves as such and, even if they do, there are diverse views about the intellectual foundations of the field. These differences, however, are as important to the vitality and prospects for transnational scholarship as are the areas of overlap and agreement.
The field of TS, we claim, consists of and can be entered through the following five intellectual foundations:
1. Empirical Transnationalism focuses on describing, mapping, quantifying, and classifying novel and/or historically important transnational phenomena and dynamics. These transnationalisms are generally understood to be derivative of dominant types of ostensibly bounded and/or bordered units, actors, structures and processes linked to notions of the local, regional or global but especially the nation, state, nation-state and nation-state system. This work less often explicitly questions or problematizes the borders and/or boundaries that are crossed, constituted or super-ceded. 2. Methodological Transnationalism involves, at a minimum, reclassifying existing data, evidence, historical and ethnographic accounts that are based on bounded or bordered units so that underlying or novel transnational forms and processes are revealed. Even more so, it requires creating and implementing novel research designs and methodologies that produce new types of data, evidence and observations that more accurately and rigorously capture transnational realities. This often requires utilizing non-traditional or multiple units of inquiry, levels of analysis and/or time frames. 3. Theoretical Transnationalism formulates explanations and/or craft interpretations that either parallel, complement, replace or transform existing theoretical frameworks and accounts. In some cases, they complement conventional theories by identifying and explaining different sets of phenomena and dynamics. In others, transnational accounts elucidate some aspects of particular forms and processes and add to what traditional theories offer us. Transnational theories may also compete with and better explain phenomena and dynamics that have already been conceptualized in local, national, comparative-national, international or global terms. Finally, transnational accounts might be integrated with conventional explanations to form transformed hybrid theories. 4. Philosophical Transnationalism starts from the ontological assumption that social worlds and lives are in the first place transnational. In other words, transnational phenomena and dynamics are the rule rather than the exception, the central tendencies rather than the outliers, the underlying realities rather than derivative by-products. It further involves an epistemological lens or perspective, a set of ways of researching, theorizing, and understanding that involves excavating, analyzing, and explicating transnational phenomena and dynamics, particularly those in which ostensibly bounded and bordered entities are embedded and by which the latter are constituted. Any explanation or interpretation that did not identify and explicate the proximate and/or deeper transnational forms and processes involved would be incomplete.
D 5. Public Transnationalism creates space to identify, imagine, propose, develop and legitimate options for social life, order, change and transformation that are conventionally obscured by prescriptively de-centering the "normalcy" of rigidly bounded and/or bordered (or the bordering and bounding of) social or cultural units, forms and processes. Innovative practices, institutions, and identities may come to light by letting go of the expectation or desirability of borders and boundaries.
The first three pillars of TS are more commonly found in the scholarly literature. The last two are less well represented because they challenge conventional paradigms and praxis more fundamentally, moving progressively beyond dominant forms of scholarship, philosophical assumptions, and prescriptive orientations.
Secondly, we claim that a specific and generative sociological transnationalism (ST)
research program can greatly contribute to knowledge and understanding, and provoke the further development of TS. ST begins from the premises of philosophical transnationalism -that human phenomena and dynamics are always transnational and, correspondingly, high quality scholarship at a minimum requires transnational interpretations and explanations. We identify a whole array of heuristically fascinating research directions generated by turning scholarship "upside down" in this way.
In the next section, we begin by distinguishing transnational scholarship from existing paradigms and perspectives, distinctions that are further developed throughout the article. We sequentially elaborate on the five intellectual foundations for TS: empirical, methodological, theoretical, philosophical, and public. We then formulate a unique and generative ST research program that is based on philosophical transnationalism in the field of TS as its entry point. We then summarize our central contentions and conclude that TS will only succeed to the extent that it is open to differing philosophies of knowledge and is transnationally constituted.
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Distinguishing Transnational Scholarship
Transnational scholarship is not enitrely new nor does it entail completely jettisoning extant related research paradigms and perspectives. But, as Hannerz notes, it arises in relation to both strengths and weaknesses in contemporary scholarship:
I am rather uncomfortable with the rather prodigious use of the term globalization to describe just about any process or relationship that somehow crosses state boundaries. In themselves, many such processes and relationships obviously do not at all extend across the world. The term 'transnational' is in a way more humble, and often a more adequate label for phenomena which can be of quite variable scale and distribution, even when they do share the characteristic of not being contained within a state. It also makes the point that many of the linkages in question are not 'international,' in the strict sense of involving nations -actually, states -as corporate actors. In the transnational arena, the actors may now be individuals, groups, movements, business enterprises, and in no small part it is this diversity of organization we need to consider. (At the same time, there is a certain irony in the tendency of the term transnational to draw attention to what it negates -that is, to the continued significance of the national. (New York: Academic Press, 1980) . Of course, much more has been produced in these scholarly traditions over the last thirty years. It is important to note that a great deal of the "dependency" scholarship of the 1970s departed from an overly rigid adoption of world unitism or systemism. We would consider much of the latter work to be firmly part of the field of TS and highly recommend Alain de Janvry's, Agrarian Reformism in But while these studies yield richly detailed accounts of ostensibly local territorial and cultural spaces, they frequently miss how broader and larger social contexts and processes influence these localities. A great deal is learned about a particular site and a particular time but 7 Silver, Forces of Labor, It is revealing to note that a portion of the scholarship that uses the language of globalization, globality or globalism does in fact take cognizance of multi-directionality, cross-border/boundary phenomena and dynamics that are not necessarily transcontinental or planetary, as well as agency and variation across levels, scales and scopes. Unfortunately, the language that is utilized tends to either obscure these factors and facets or inadequately theorize them. Coercion, Capital, and European States, A.D. 990-1990, (Cambridge: Basil Blackwell, 1990 Thus, the appellations "transnational" or "transnationalism" or "transnationality" are partly misnomers, in that they imply that the subject of interest is confined to phenomena and dynamics across or beyond --whether over short distances or transcontinentally --nations, states, or nation-states, or within the (nation-)state system. Much more is also signified by these terms. 18 They are placeholder adjectives, categories, and/or signifiers that help describe social realities and dynamics, offer distinct perspectives on the world, generate shared sets of questions and puzzles, as well as provide ways of asking and responding to them. Phenomena and dynamics that cross, underlie, alter, and transcend pre-national-state and potentially post-national state borders, boundaries, units, levels, and systems are included. Also included are forms and processes that cross, underlie, alter and transcend other borders and boundaries of various types and kinds, not just those of nations and states.
Again and again, however, the limitations of both everyday and even conventional scholarly language impedes the ability to clearly and easily communicate ideas about transnationality. Nevertheless, we develop a heuristically powerful set of empirical, methodological, theoretical, philosophical, and normative entry points to assist in further clarifying and establishing TS. These intellectual foundations have been and can be utilized to rethink fundamental assumptions and understandings about a range of sociological concerns such as power, identity, culture, race, gender, family, culture, art, music, science, health, citizenship, 
Empirical Transnationalism
A first foundation for the emergent TS field involves the identification, description, mapping, quantification, and categorization of transnational phenomena and dynamics.
Much of the scholarship on transnationalism to date addresses these tasks. Transnational economic processes and corporations, transnational social movements and nongovernmental organizations, and transnational migration and communities have received the bulk of attention. 19 There are also growing empirical literatures on transnational misconduct and governance but less work on subjects such as transnational religion, popular culture, or social stratification.
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18 Indeed, we agree with leading organizational sociologist Richard Scott's suggestion to us that "trans-societalism" might better signify an approach that does explicitly does not limit itself to equating society with the nation-state and problematizes bordered and bounded units of any kind. 19 The literature on transnational corporations has a very long history indeed. international system models better explained some key patterns and trends in world politics. But during the subsequent decade, a concerted effort to "bring transnationalism back in" was increasingly successful. This more recent scholarship once again theorized a more interactive set of relations between states and the inter-state system on the one hand, and transnational actors and processes on the other. One hypothesis that has been advanced is that it is easier for various kinds of transnational groups to organize in porous states to alter the policy making process but that they are more likely to produce policy reforms implemented in strong states. Many other heuristically compelling causal mechanisms have been generated.
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Certainly, scholarly debates about the rising and declining centrality of nation-states and inter-state relations vis a vis other actors, structures and processes across time (particularly over "long durees") and space (particularly across multiple scales and levels) will continue to be a Thus the field of TS will involve multiple different types and forms of theorizing and processes of theory development. Its ultimate goal is not to arrive at a single paradigm or master narrative but to find ways to hold these different theoretical accounts and approaches in productive conversation with one another. The world is too broad, deep, and complex to be captured by just one theoretical apparatus. Instead, TS abandons that expectation, creating a broad enough tent to tolerate the productive tension between, possible co-existence of, and potential cross-fertilization among different theories and forms of theorizing.
It is entirely feasible, then, that theoretical frameworks about relations between 'world
religions' can develop in tandem with models intended to explain inter-state cooperation and conflict. Some scholars have already argued that economic phenomena and dynamics require a transnational theoretical perspective while military and security affairs can still be understood largely with inter-state conceptual models. For some this view may be axiomatic, for others an historical artifact, and still for others a hegemonic myth.
Philosophical Transnationalism
The fourth entry point into the field of TS is to adopt an alternative set of ontological and Philosophical transnationalism rejects the notion that social life is automatically or primarily organized within or between nation, states, or other types of border or bounded social system containers. Unlike traditional social science, with its dominant "unit-ism" or "systemism," the ontological premise is that the nature of social worlds is fundamentally cross-boundary and cross-border. A second premise is that ostensibly bounded or bordered human organizations are, as a rule, embedded in and influenced by cross-border and cross-boundary phenomena and dynamics. Thus, for example, it is the processes of production of social difference and differentiation that should be the focus of scholarship rather than the investigation or comparison of ostensibly distinct and unitary nations, societies, or cultures.
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Philosophical transnationalism does not deny the existence or importance of bounded or bordering social groups. Rather, one of the central meta-theoretical puzzles that follows from this ontological perspective is the very existence of borders and boundaries: why and how boundaries and borders are produced in the first place as well as how they are reproduced, transformed, and endure? A transnational ontology assumes, for example, that the emergence of centralized states, nations, nation-states and the nation-state system is historically idiosyncratic --a set of social facts that needs to be explained and interpreted, and not just stipulated as given.
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Similarly, it takes a similar view of the relationship between allegedly national religions and the transnational religious communities to which they might belong. The local, regional, national, and global are not automatic, taken-for-granted social arenas but rather categories that must be 50 Gupta and Ferguson, Culture, Place, Power. 51 Tilley, The Formation of National States in Western Europe.
Not for Citation D investigated as constructed and often-contested social facts. We are in a period now in which the "global" is being transnationally structured and contested in particular ways that are very different from the way that the "global" was trasnationally structured and contested during the periods of European empires or ancient civilizations.
Furthermore, a transnational ontology can be based on the assumption that social phenomena and dynamics take place within (and across) transnational fields. The notion of fields has increasingly been utilized in various ways in sociology and the social sciences more broadly. Pierre Bourdieu used the concept of field to call attention to the ways in which relations of power and meaning structure social interactions. 52 Sociological institutionalists theorize and examine organizational fields of various kinds. 53 Most recently a leading economic sociologist and leading social movement theorist have conceptualized "strategic action fields". 54 While none of these precludes the notion of transnational fields, they do not directly and systematically address this ontological possibility, and implicitly if not explicitly identify field boundaries with, within, or between the nation-state units.
The Manchester School proposed a notion of social field similar to Bourdieu by recognizing that the migrants they studied belonged to tribal-rural localities and colonialindustrial cities at the same time. Migrant networks stretching between these two (or more) sites (including, for example, the metropole of the imperial power) were viewed as constituting a single social field created by a network of networks. D way, these researchers introduced levels of analysis underneath, across, and beyond the study of the individual, the community, the colony, and even the empire.
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Building on Bourdieu and the Manchester School, some transnational migration scholars define social fields as a set of multiple interlocking networks of social relationships through which ideas, practices, and resources are unequally exchanged, organized, and transformed. Social fields are multi-dimensional, encompassing interactions of differing forms, depth, and breadth, such as organizations, institutions, and movements. National boundaries are not necessarily contiguous with the boundaries of social fields. National social fields are those that stay within national boundaries while transnational social fields involve direct and indirect relations and dynamics across borders and boundaries that may or may not be national.
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A transnational ontology goes hand and hand with a transnational epistemology. In order to describe, explain, interpret, theorize, and alter assumptions about the nature of social worlds, expectations about how social worlds can be known and understood must also be revisited.
Philosophical transnational scholarship, building on ontological transnationalism, automatically probes the extent to which transnational phenomena and dynamics are at work and attempts to explicate the variations in their connection, scope, and strength. Any explanation or interpretation that did not identify and explicate the proximate and/or deeper transnational causal and/or meaningful forms and processes involved, while potentially useful and even illuminating, will not likely be seen as sufficient.
Tamara Kay compelling demonstrates that changes in transnational rather than national political systems and institutions stimulated alliances among the workers across Canada, the United One part of TS fits squarely within the social science's renewed commitment to forge stronger links between theory and practice, academics and practitioners, when these binaries have already been blurred dramatically. 60 The goal of public transnationalism is to go beyond description, analysis, and understanding to praxis. For example, members of the Ismali community who live in many parts of the world pay "taxes"
to and receive innumerable benefits (such as zero interest loans for education or starting a business) from the Aga Khan. At the same time, most if not all also pay taxes and are active citizens of the country in which they reside. This is form of transnational citizenship is an option that might be useful for other cases and contexts.
There are innumerable examples of various kinds of "brokers," "travelers", "bridgers", and "diffusers" contributing to the transnational spread and transformation of norms and practices, as well as promotion of greater cross-cultural understandings. 64 The resources, skills, and mobilization generated in one setting can be successfully applied to another. The often purposeful and targeted transnational diffusion of ideas and practices under the rubrics of good governance, democracy, and so on is an increasingly utilized tool or practice. Gandhi's strategies in South Africa and India.
Many more examples and cases of public action that are themselves transnational or flow from transnational scholarship can be offered. The point is not that all scholars in the field will necessarily engage in public transnationalism. But those who do should be supported and encouraged. And transnational policies, institutional arrangements and practical activities should be legitimated as potential options for consideration by democratic publics across varying contexts.
Towards a Sociological Transnationalism Research Program
Taken together, these five, interacting components offer an exciting set of intellectual foundations for the field of TS. These foundations, as we have implied, are entry points into the field as much as different components of it. While not every scholar will work across all five, we believe that they constitute a rich menu for research, theory, debate and action. There is no necessary hierarchy among these five intellectual foundations -rather each can be understood as one point that when connected forms a pentagonal field of possibilities. Many potentially productive research programs can be assembled in this intellectual space. They should be developed and promoted in the field of TS.
In particular, we propose that a sociological transnational (ST) research program that takes philosophical transnationalism as its starting point is well worth additional scholarly engagement and effort. In this research program variant of TS, the world is assumed to be The ST research program thus departs from traditional social science in important philosophical ways. First, transnational social fields and transnational structuration processes are its ontological foundations. Second, while potentially useful and illuminating, any explanation or interpretation that did not identify and explain the proximate and/or deeper transnational forms and processes at play is considered epistemologically incomplete. Implementing the ST 75 It has been argued that local businesses, because they are socially embedded in communities, are likely to act with greater responsibility and that transnational corporations that are comparatively disembedded are more likely to fit the ideal-typical profit-maximizing firm, in a Polyani-esque way.
D research program will not be easy or routine. It will require imagination, risk-taking, and perseverance. We believe the attempt is well worth it.
Conclusion
TS is clearly driven by a different set of expectations about knowledge. Since a central premise is that not all theories can do all things, and that more productive insights come from combining or contrasting different theoretical explanations and interpretations, it seeks to uncover the heuristic power of these theoretical interactions. One of its primary concerns, in fact, is to understand the intersection and collision of the many layers of relations, perspectives, and cosmologies that take place within transnational social fields.
TS, therefore, allows for a creative interaction between different philosophies of knowledge --from positivism to post-modernism and from interpretivism to constructivism -in contrast to the all-too-common polarized and un-productive stalemates that arise when arriving at a single theoretical explanation is the goal. There is much room and opportunity for those interested in formulating testable and potentially falsifiable hypotheses under the umbrella of TS. But there is also support and encouragement for post-modern critiques of "regimes of truth" that mask unequal power relations. Both this expectation about the nature of the social world, and what we expect of scholarship that sheds light on it, reflect a set of beliefs about what academic interaction is capable of and responsible for doing. Instead of trying to artificially contain or clean-up complexity and constructive conflict, the TS embraces, encourages and facilitates it.
In conclusion, the overarching field of Transnational Studies will require a major step forward in transnationalizing U.S. sociology and social sciences. Clearly, there is already a good deal of scholarly exchange between and among scholars across borders and boundaries. But, in
Not for Citation D many ways, just as field building is constrained by rigid disciplinary boundaries, so the U.S.
social science community is hindered because it builds bridges selectively to particular places at specific times. For one thing, only a select group of primarily western scholars often participate.
When those from the south or the east are included, they often do so as junior partners. Access to resources and opportunities among non-western scholars is limited, and legitimation process unequal because of the overwhelming predominance of the English language. The community of scholars within TS will be much more productive and successful to the extent to which the field itself becomes transnationalized. It needs to cast a broader net and encourage a wider range of transnational collaborative partnerships structured on different and more equal terms. We can learn how to do this from many of the transnational groups and processes we study.
